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A. SURVEY SCRIPTS 
 
We report below snapshots from our Qualtrics survey. 
 

1-OVERVIEW AND INTRODUCTION 
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2 - INFORMATION ABOUT KIDNEY DONATION AND TRANSPLANTATION IN THE 
UNITED STATES 
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3 – GATHERING PREFERENCES FOR ALTERNATIVE ORGAN PROCUREMENT AND 
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 
 

 
 
At this point in the survey we randomly assigned respondents to one of eight alternative organ 
procurement and allocation systems. Below we show the script corresponding to one of them. 
The alternative systems are described in section X and summarized in Table X of the 
manuscript. 
We also randomly assigned participants, within each system, to either receiving the “ethics 
assessment” module or not. Below we show screenshots corresponding to both cases. 
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SCREENSHOTS OF CHOICE QUESTIONS – VERSIONS WITHOUT ETHICS ASSESSMENT 
 
As mentioned above, there were eight possible alternative systems, which we assigned to 
respondents randomly. Below we show screenshots from one of these eight cases as an 
example. 
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SCREENSHOTS OF CHOICE QUESTIONS – VERSION WITH ETHICS ASSESSMENT MODULE 
 
ETHICS ASSESSMENT OF THE CURRENT SYSTEM 
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ETHICS ASSESSMENT OF THE ALTERNATIVE SYSTEM, AND CHOICE 
 
Recall that we assigned respondents to one of eight possible alternative organ procurement 
and allocation systems. Below we show screenshots corresponding to one case, as an example. 
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We repeated the questions above for the other hypothesized levels of kidney supply procured 
with the alternative system (23K, 28K, 33K, 38K). 
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4 – ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS 
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We included the question below to give the participants a sense of where they were in the 
survey, and to renew our exhortation to give thoughtful answers. 
 

 
 
 

 
 
We presented the question below to respondents who above stated that they gave at least 
“little” consideration to how others might be voting.  
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The order of the next two questions was randomized. 
 

 
 
 
  



20 

 

The order of the next two questions was randomized. 
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5 - MORAL FOUNDATIONS MODULE 
 
Source: We used questions from the “Moral Foundations Questionnaire” at 
http://www.yourmorals.org/index.php. We reproduced the “dominant values” questions 
verbatim from the source (with permission from one of the owners of the website, Jonathan 
Haidt), and modified the vignette slightly; specifically, we changed the name of the individual 
from Mark to the more gender-neutral Casey. 
 

 
 

The order of the next eleven questions was randomized. 

 
 
  

http://www.yourmorals.org/index.php
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6 - SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHICS 
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B. ADDITIONAL TABLES AND FIGURES 
 
 



Table B1: Randomization check 

 
Notes: The table reports coefficient estimates from linear regressions. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. 

Outcome variables: Woman Socially liberal
Socially 

conservative

Economically 

liberall

Economically 

conservative
Atheist, agnostic

College 

educated or 

more

Income >$50K
Volunteered in 

previous two years

Know of someone 

who had a 

transplant

Conditions: (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)

$30K, cash, agency pays, morality module -0.056 0.011 -0.092* -0.002 -0.073 0.082** 0.015 -0.002 -0.038 -0.000

(0.053) (0.046) (0.049) (0.042) (0.051) (0.035) (0.051) (0.055) (0.047) (0.043)

$30K, cash, recipient pays 0.023 0.012 -0.086* -0.011 -0.045 0.090** 0.014 -0.040 -0.016 -0.009

(0.054) (0.047) (0.050) (0.042) (0.051) (0.036) (0.052) (0.056) (0.048) (0.044)

$30K, cash, recipient pays, morality module 0.012 0.022 -0.004 0.027 -0.051 0.057 0.043 -0.016 -0.030 0.022

(0.053) (0.046) (0.049) (0.042) (0.051) (0.035) (0.051) (0.055) (0.047) (0.043)

$100K, cash, agency pays -0.032 0.019 -0.004 0.016 -0.040 0.067* 0.086* 0.098* -0.010 -0.006

(0.052) (0.046) (0.048) (0.041) (0.050) (0.035) (0.051) (0.055) (0.047) (0.043)

$100K, cash, agency pays, morality module -0.020 -0.008 0.032 -0.002 0.020 0.053 0.052 0.054 -0.018 0.020

(0.055) (0.048) (0.050) (0.043) (0.052) (0.036) (0.053) (0.057) (0.049) (0.044)

$100K, cash, recipient pays 0.001 -0.041 -0.006 -0.038 -0.026 0.014 -0.000 0.006 0.013 -0.021

(0.052) (0.045) (0.048) (0.041) (0.050) (0.035) (0.050) (0.054) (0.046) (0.042)

$100K, cash, recipient pays, morality module -0.060 0.029 -0.041 -0.038 0.012 0.011 0.063 0.024 -0.010 0.025

(0.056) (0.049) (0.052) (0.044) (0.054) (0.038) (0.055) (0.057) (0.050) (0.046)

$30K, non-cash, agency pays -0.016 0.032 -0.043 0.005 -0.069 0.032 0.069 0.092* 0.027 0.048

(0.052) (0.045) (0.048) (0.041) (0.049) (0.034) (0.050) (0.054) (0.046) (0.042)

$30K, non-cash, agency pays, morality module -0.029 0.001 -0.021 -0.003 -0.028 0.052 0.030 0.036 0.003 0.037

(0.053) (0.046) (0.048) (0.041) (0.050) (0.035) (0.051) (0.054) (0.047) (0.043)

$30K, non-cash, recipient pays -0.024 0.049 -0.030 0.053 -0.059 0.023 0.071 0.061 0.020 -0.005

(0.053) (0.046) (0.049) (0.042) (0.051) (0.036) (0.051) (0.055) (0.048) (0.043)

$30K, non-cash, recipient pays, morality module -0.020 -0.004 0.004 0.018 0.001 0.082** 0.065 0.021 -0.000 0.007

(0.054) (0.047) (0.049) (0.042) (0.051) (0.036) (0.052) (0.055) (0.048) (0.044)

$100K, non-cash, agency pays -0.024 0.010 0.010 -0.016 -0.000 -0.000 0.125** 0.041 -0.014 -0.003

(0.053) (0.046) (0.049) (0.042) (0.051) (0.036) (0.052) (0.055) (0.048) (0.043)

$100K, non-cash, agency pays, morality module -0.067 0.019 -0.028 0.040 -0.011 0.022 0.142*** 0.054 0.013 0.036

(0.054) (0.047) (0.050) (0.042) (0.052) (0.036) (0.052) (0.056) (0.048) (0.044)

$100K, non-cash, recipient pays -0.027 0.008 -0.058 -0.001 -0.073 0.020 0.016 -0.082 0.031 0.019

(0.054) (0.047) (0.049) (0.042) (0.051) (0.036) (0.052) (0.056) (0.048) (0.044)

$100K, non-cash, recipient pays, morality module 0.031 -0.014 -0.035 0.013 -0.093* 0.101*** -0.029 0.008 -0.024 0.008

(0.054) (0.047) (0.050) (0.043) (0.052) (0.036) (0.052) (0.055) (0.048) (0.044)

Constant 0.527*** 0.245*** 0.330*** 0.186*** 0.388*** 0.085*** 0.330*** 0.446*** 0.729*** 0.197***

(0.037) (0.032) (0.034) (0.029) (0.035) (0.024) (0.035) (0.038) (0.033) (0.030)

Observations 2,666 2,666 2,666 2,666 2,666 2,666 2,666 2,473 2,666 2,666

R-squared 0.003 0.002 0.005 0.004 0.005 0.009 0.008 0.008 0.002 0.002



Table B2: Correlation between morality ratings of paid-donor systems and current system 
 

 
 
  

Benefit for 

donors
Autonomy

Informed 

decisions

Fair to 

patients

Fair to 

donors

Promote 

dignity

Benefit for 

donors
Autonomy

Informed 

decisions

Fair to 

patients

Fair to 

donors

Autonomy 0.50

Informed 

decisions
0.47 0.55

Fair to 

patients
0.71 0.54 0.52

Fair to 

donors
0.36 0.50 0.51 0.43

Promote 

dignity
0.47 0.58 0.64 0.52 0.60

Benefit for 

donors
0.02 0.09 0.08 0.06 0.10 0.14

Autonomy -0.01 0.09 0.00 0.06 0.06 0.01 0.39

Informed 

decisions
0.06 0.11 0.05 0.12 0.11 -0.01 0.35 0.51

Fair to 

patients
-0.06 0.04 0.03 0.02 0.07 0.02 0.56 0.48 0.47

Fair to 

donors
0.06 0.09 0.10 0.10 0.14 0.07 0.37 0.40 0.38 0.48

Promote 

dignity
0.03 0.10 0.05 0.08 0.15 0.10 0.42 0.43 0.44 0.47 0.51

Paid-donor system Current System
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Table B3: Regressions with binary indicators for the five kidney transplant gains 

 
Notes: The table reports coefficient estimates from linear regressions. Standard errors are clustered at 
the respondent level (the regressions include 5 observations for each of the 2,666 participants). 
*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. 

  

Outcome variable:

Regressors: (1) (2) (3)

14 %pts. 4.501*** 4.501*** 4.501***

(0.718) (0.719) (0.719)

25 %pts. 9.565*** 9.565*** 9.565***

(0.850) (0.850) (0.850)

38 %pts. 10.878*** 10.878*** 10.878***

(0.890) (0.890) (0.890)

50 %pts. 13.203*** 13.203*** 13.203***

(0.920) (0.920) (0.921)

$100K cash, public agency pays -1.645

(2.964)

$30K cash, recipient pays -14.461***

(3.076)

$100K cash, recipient pays -13.086***

(3.125)

$30K non-cash, public agency pays 5.462**

(2.690)

$100K non-cash, public agency pays -0.186

(2.915)

$30K non-cash, recipient pays -15.327***

(3.070)

$100K non-cash, recipient pays -13.269***

(3.173)

Cash -1.591

(1.535)

Recipient pays -15.026***

(1.543)

$100K -1.067

(1.538)

Constant 57.164*** 65.742*** 63.438***

(0.959) (1.508) (2.129)

Observations 13,330 13,330 13,330

R-squared 0.010 0.035 0.037

Favor for alternative system (=100 if in favor, 0 if opposed)
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Table B4: distribution of types by system 
 

 
 
 
 
 
  

Always 

opposed

From opposed 

to favor

Always 

in favor

From favor 

to opposed
Other

$30K cash, public agency pays 17.4% 16.6% 52.2% 3.1% 10.7%

$100K cash, public agency pays 17.9% 15.2% 51.7% 4.6% 10.6%

$30K cash, recipient pays 27.9% 20.0% 35.5% 5.5% 11.2%

$100K cash, recipient pays 25.9% 17.4% 41.3% 4.4% 11.0%

$30K non-cash, public agency pays 10.2% 18.5% 54.3% 3.6% 13.5%

$100K non-cash, public agency pays 16.4% 17.6% 51.4% 4.9% 9.7%

$30K non-cash, recipient pays 26.9% 20.4% 35.8% 4.6% 12.3%

$100K non-cash, recipient pays 29.6% 14.8% 42.5% 5.3% 7.9%
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Table B5: Transplant increases, moral considerations, and support for paid‐donor systems  – regression 
with controls 

 
(continues below) 

Outcome variable:    

Regressors: (1) (2) (3) (4)

Transplant increase (%pts.) 0.258*** 0.138*** 0.144*** 0.141***

(0.036) (0.025) (0.025) (0.049)

Cash 0.332 1.845 1.656 2.318

(1.841) (1.911) (1.922) (2.320)

Recipient pays -16.227*** -7.875*** -8.416*** -9.258***

(1.849) (1.942) (1.943) (2.350)

$100K 0.058 -0.486 -0.759 -0.917

(1.852) (1.898) (1.906) (2.308)

Cash x Transplant increase -0.031 -0.029

(0.037) (0.050)

Recipient pays x Transplant increase 0.061 0.034

(0.037) (0.051)

$100K x Transplant increase -0.042 0.002

(0.037) (0.050)

Concerns for exploitation -0.518***

(0.169)

Concerns for lack of autonomous choice -0.322*

(0.173)

Concerns for undue influence -0.805***

(0.168)

Concerns for fairness to donors -0.659***

(0.183)

Concerns for fairness to patients -0.865***

(0.153)

Concerns for harm to human dignity -1.383***

(0.189)

Principal component of moral concerns -24.470*** -24.038***

(0.772) (1.715)

Principal component of moral concerns 0.027

x Transpl. Increase (0.018)

Principal component of moral concerns 2.176

x Cash (1.505)

Principal component of moral concerns -3.121**

 x Recipient pays (1.525)

Principal component of moral concerns -1.673

x $100K (1.491)

age 35-54 -4.992** -5.960** -5.681** -5.820**

(2.089) (2.564) (2.585) (2.580)

age 55+ -7.435*** -4.992 -5.238 -5.196

(2.650) (3.290) (3.321) (3.307)

Woman -2.367 1.361 0.919 1.220

(1.702) (2.043) (2.045) (2.066)

Asian -3.186 1.064 0.876 0.783

(3.522) (3.922) (3.904) (3.915)

Black 4.594* 3.298 4.066 4.148

(2.413) (3.103) (3.086) (3.084)

Non-white Hispanic/Latino 3.240 -0.350 -0.688 -0.555

(2.341) (3.012) (3.045) (3.028)

White -9.851** -5.536 -5.406 -5.424

(4.949) (6.587) (6.687) (6.674)

Favor for alternative system (=100 if in favor, 0 if opposed)
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(continued from above) 

 

 
 
Notes: The table reports the full set of coefficient estimates from the regressions whose results are shown in Table 3, 

column (6) and in Table 6, columns (5), (7), and (9) in the main text. . Standard errors, clustered at the respondent 
level (the regressions include 1,276 participants), are in parentheses (*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1).  

Married -1.258 -4.878** -5.054** -4.953**

(1.872) (2.333) (2.343) (2.340)

With children 3.582* 3.478 3.116 3.193

(1.917) (2.318) (2.302) (2.303)

Atheist -1.715 0.749 0.119 0.155

(2.594) (2.760) (2.773) (2.782)

Non-Christian religion -0.105 -1.920 -1.311 -1.445

(2.133) (2.706) (2.701) (2.696)

College degree or higher -0.247 2.904 2.645 2.736

(1.810) (2.109) (2.118) (2.123)

Employed 5.712** 8.143*** 8.495*** 8.559***

(2.456) (2.928) (2.925) (2.920)

Retired 3.392 6.878* 6.786* 6.707*

(3.303) (3.922) (3.938) (3.929)

Income >$75,000 annual -0.150 -0.415 -0.746 -0.811

(1.801) (2.290) (2.295) (2.301)

Social views: liberal -3.186 -0.866 -0.860 -0.688

(2.763) (3.278) (3.271) (3.253)

Social views: conservative 1.059 -1.987 -1.623 -1.364

(2.566) (2.786) (2.807) (2.792)

Economic views: liberal 6.420** 2.106 1.887 1.853

(2.920) (3.418) (3.419) (3.399)

Economic views: conservative -4.527* 1.255 1.273 1.057

(2.498) (2.657) (2.688) (2.686)

Volunteered/Donated to charity in past 2 years 2.547 2.417 2.035 2.251

(1.853) (2.232) (2.243) (2.247)

Region: Midwest 0.806 -4.812 -5.531* -5.376*

(2.574) (3.065) (3.093) (3.091)

Region: South -0.509 -9.084*** -9.209*** -9.103***

(2.330) (2.842) (2.859) (2.850)

Region: West 0.761 -7.689*** -8.055*** -7.872***

(2.430) (2.951) (2.965) (2.960)

Region: Other -15.026* -35.610*** -37.070*** -36.869***

(8.423) (9.799) (9.325) (9.366)

Knows/knew someone who needs/needed a transplant -0.227 1.825 1.634 1.455

(1.936) (2.291) (2.294) (2.295)

Ever received a blood transfusion 2.002 2.132 2.694 2.993

(2.512) (3.085) (3.078) (3.077)

Relative/friend received blood transfusion 1.960 0.317 -0.145 0.073

(1.791) (2.144) (2.155) (2.173)

Constant 64.531*** 60.609*** 64.803*** 64.366***

(4.093) (4.957) (4.916) (4.916)

Observations 12,365 5,990 5,990 5,990

R-squared 0.049 0.300 0.294 0.296
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Table B6: Probability of writing a comment as a function of experimental condition and 
respondent’s “type” 

 
Notes: The table reports the coefficient estimates from linear regressions of an indicator variable equal to 1 if the 
respondent wrote a comment and 0 otherwise. In the specification in column (1) the regressors are binary indicators for 
the features of the paid-donor system; in column (2) the regressors also include an indicator for whether the respondent 
received the morality assessment module; and in column (3) the regressors are indicators for the respondent’s “type” 

(please see Section 4.2 in the manuscript for details). Robust standard errors are in parentheses (*** p<0.01, ** 
p<0.05, * p<0.1). 

 
  

Outcome variable:

Regressors: (1) (2) (3)

Always opposed 0.059***

(0.018)

From opposed to favor 0.025

(0.018)

From favor to opposed 0.029

(0.033)

Other -0.076***

(0.014)

Cash -0.010 -0.010

(0.013) (0.013)

Recipient pays 0.008 0.008

(0.013) (0.013)

$100K -0.002 -0.002

(0.013) (0.013)

Morality module 0.009

(0.013)

Constant 0.126*** 0.121*** 0.114***

(0.013) (0.014) (0.009)

Observations 2,666 2,666 2,666

R-squared 0.000 0.001 0.013

1 if the respondent wrote a comment, 

0 otherwise
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Table B7: Associations between responses to survey questions and nature of comments 
 

 
Notes: The table reports the coefficient estimates from linear regressions. The outcome variables are: the average of 
each respondent’s moral concerns toward the paid-donor system (relative to the current system) in column (1); an 
indicator variable equal to 1 if the respondent supported the legalization of the paid-donor system in column (2); and an 
indicator variable equal to 1 if the respondent agreed to donate money to the pro-compensation foundation (ATF) in 
column (3). The samples include respondents who received the morality assessment module (column 1), all respondents 
(column 2), and respondents who were invited to donate to the pro-compensation foundation (column 3). Robust 
standard errors are in parentheses (*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1). Regressions whose estimates are in columns (1) and 
(3) have one observation per participants. In the regression whose results are in column (2), there are 5 observations for 
each of the 2,666 respondents, and standard errors are clustered at the respondent. 

 
  

Outcome variables:
Average of principal 

component of moral concerns

100 if in favor of 

paid-donor system, 0 otherwise

1 agreed to donate to

ATF, 0 otherwise

Regressors: (1) (2) (3)

Transplant increase (%pts.) 0.256***

(0.018)

Recipient pays 0.214*** -14.341*** -0.045**

(0.053) (1.514) (0.022)

$100K 0.014 -1.029 0.003

(0.053) (1.505) (0.022)

Cash 0.151*** -1.286 -0.032

(0.053) (1.504) (0.022)

Comment expressing favor toward paying donors -0.345* 15.559** 0.266***

(0.192) (6.359) (0.079)

Comment expressing opposition to paying donors 0.981*** -48.537*** -0.151**

(0.210) (3.985) (0.065)

Comment stating importance of topic/appreciation for survey -0.315** 8.941** 0.189***

(0.133) (3.539) (0.050)

Comment relating personal experience 0.522** 7.122 0.114

(0.214) (7.762) (0.150)

Other comments 0.227 -2.885 0.031

(0.163) (4.081) (0.056)

Respondent entered random characters 0.210*** -0.189 0.028

(0.067) (6.082) (0.114)

Respondent typed "No comment" or equivalent 0.102 -1.217 -0.058

(0.075) (2.684) (0.038)

Constant -0.217*** 67.623*** 0.534***

(0.052) (1.501) (0.022)

Observations 1,276 13,330 2,130

R-squared 0.060 0.065 0.017
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Table B8: Regressions of monetary donations with controls for ethical concerns and moral 
foundations 

  
Notes: The table reports the estimates from linear regressions of the choice to donate to the American Transplant 
Foundation (ATF) or to the National Kidney Foundation (NKF), expressed as binary (0-1) indicator, on the following 
covariates: an indicator for whether a respondents received also the morality principles module (columns 1 and 4); a 
summary measure of the moral concerns the participants expressed for the paid-donor system (principal component of 
relative moral concerns averaged over the six principles and five supply levels); and indicators for the respondents’ 
“moral foundations” (“deontological response to vignette” is an indicator with value of 1 if the respondents 
recommended not killing the individual, and zero otherwise; the indicators of “high value” of pleasure, freedom, 
tradition, compassion, giving and pragmatism have value of 1 if the respondents rated the importance of a principle 6 or 
7, and zero for a lower rate). All regressions include the features of the paid-donor systems (indicators o payment by 
recipient, cash payment, and $100,000 payment) as well as control variables for respondents’ sociodemographic 
characteristics. There is one observation per respondent. *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. 

 
 
 
 
 

Outcome variable:

Regressors: (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

First principal component of 0.074*** 0.066*** 0.022 -0.004
moral foundations (0.012) (0.016) (0.022) (0.033)

Second principal component of -0.030*** -0.025 -0.001 0.030
moral foundations (0.011) (0.016) (0.023) (0.037)

Avg. Princ. component of moral concerns -0.122*** -0.121*** 0.101*** 0.109***
(0.016) (0.016) (0.035) (0.035)

Deontological response to vignette -0.081*** -0.067* -0.039 0.038
(0.024) (0.035) (0.052) (0.080)

High value of pleasure -0.008 -0.014 0.026 -0.016
(0.031) (0.044) (0.062) (0.100)

High value of freedom 0.083*** 0.056 -0.001 -0.009
(0.026) (0.037) (0.056) (0.083)

High value of tradition 0.004 0.067 -0.053 -0.117
(0.029) (0.042) (0.058) (0.085)

High value of compassion 0.073** 0.059 0.136** 0.081
(0.028) (0.041) (0.058) (0.082)

High value of giving 0.016 0.012 -0.043 -0.031
(0.028) (0.039) (0.057) (0.083)

High value of pragmatism 0.025 0.055 -0.040 0.024
(0.029) (0.041) (0.059) (0.090)

Constant 0.517*** 0.499*** 0.443*** 0.424*** 0.321*** 0.352** 0.288** 0.351**
(0.053) (0.073) (0.053) (0.074) (0.111) (0.153) (0.115) (0.165)

Observations 1,974 955 1,974 955 499 243 499 243
R-squared 0.055 0.132 0.056 0.135 0.065 0.162 0.077 0.170

Donation to ATF Donation to NKF
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Table B9: Regressions with controls for perceived consequentiality  

 
(continues below)  

Outcome variable:

Regressors (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

Transplant increase (%pts.) 0.141*** 0.141*** 0.143*** 0.141*** 0.141*** 0.142*** 0.142*** 0.142***
(0.049) (0.049) (0.049) (0.049) (0.049) (0.049) (0.049) (0.049)

Cash 2.318 2.316 2.420 2.865 2.160 2.385 2.425 2.422

(2.320) (2.320) (2.317) (2.307) (2.317) (2.319) (2.320) (2.320)

Recipient pays -9.258*** -9.259*** -9.221*** -9.486*** -9.321*** -9.420*** -9.448*** -9.330***

(2.350) (2.350) (2.344) (2.331) (2.347) (2.349) (2.348) (2.347)

$100K -0.917 -0.918 -0.879 -0.601 -0.846 -0.925 -0.935 -0.886

(2.308) (2.308) (2.303) (2.285) (2.305) (2.306) (2.306) (2.304)

Cash x Transplant increase -24.038*** -24.033*** -23.691*** -24.084*** -24.057*** -24.029*** -24.044*** -24.007***

(1.715) (1.718) (1.725) (1.704) (1.705) (1.711) (1.703) (1.711)

Recipient pays x Transplant increase -0.029 -0.029 -0.030 -0.029 -0.029 -0.029 -0.029 -0.029

(0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050)

$100K x Transplant increase 0.034 0.034 0.034 0.035 0.034 0.034 0.034 0.035

(0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051)

Principal component of moral concerns 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.003 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002

(0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050)

Principal component of moral concerns 0.027 0.027 0.028 0.027 0.027 0.027 0.027 0.027

x Tr. Increase (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018)

Principal component of moral concerns 2.176 2.175 2.025 2.140 2.194 2.193 2.222 2.243

 x Cash (1.505) (1.506) (1.512) (1.498) (1.500) (1.503) (1.501) (1.508)

Principal component of moral concerns -3.121** -3.122** -3.259** -2.885* -3.106** -3.095** -3.030** -2.948*

x Recipient pays (1.525) (1.525) (1.533) (1.522) (1.521) (1.524) (1.524) (1.538)

Principal component of moral concerns -1.673 -1.676 -1.600 -1.369 -1.639 -1.662 -1.598 -1.779

x $100K (1.491) (1.491) (1.500) (1.489) (1.487) (1.489) (1.488) (1.497)

Somewhat or very confident about choices 0.165

(3.820)

Public authorities should consider answers 6.675***

(2.482)

Public authorities will consider answers 13.434***

(2.986)

Prob(legislation on cash for donors)>0 8.798*

(4.696)

Prob(legislation on compensating 8.953

donors for  lost wages)>0 (6.040)

Prob(legislation on health 10.051**

insurance for donors)>0 (4.946)
Prob(legislation on tax credits 9.733*

for donors)>0 (5.042)
Constant 64.441*** 64.302*** 60.917*** 52.639*** 55.808*** 55.722*** 54.606*** 54.550***

(5.033) (5.955) (5.165) (5.597) (6.660) (7.551) (6.929) (7.095)

Observations 5,990 5,990 5,990 5,990 5,990 5,990 5,990 5,990
R-squared 0.296 0.296 0.299 0.304 0.297 0.296 0.297 0.297

Favor for alternative system (=100 if in favor, 0 if opposed)
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(continued from above) 

 
Notes: The table reports coefficient estimates from linear regressions. Standard errors are clustered at the respondent level (the regressions include 5 observations 
for each respondent). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1.  

Outcome variable:

Regressors (9) (10) (11) (12) (13) (14) (15)

Transplant increase (%pts.) 0.110** 0.181*** 0.116** 0.132*** 0.136*** 0.138*** 0.130***

(0.051) (0.052) (0.052) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.049)

Cash 2.701 1.908 3.578 1.729 2.093 2.074 2.033

(2.415) (2.599) (2.459) (2.359) (2.347) (2.365) (2.363)

Recipient pays -8.795*** -9.222*** -9.674*** -8.845*** -8.730*** -8.994*** -9.352***

(2.455) (2.639) (2.494) (2.393) (2.375) (2.394) (2.390)

$100K -1.247 -0.151 -0.737 -1.584 -1.334 -1.600 -1.468

(2.396) (2.567) (2.449) (2.349) (2.331) (2.349) (2.346)

Cash x Transplant increase -23.745*** -23.080*** -24.401*** -24.043*** -23.955*** -23.477*** -24.086***

(1.745) (1.840) (1.873) (1.781) (1.755) (1.783) (1.769)

Recipient pays x Transplant increase -0.015 -0.017 -0.030 -0.025 -0.019 -0.031 -0.031

(0.052) (0.054) (0.054) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051)

$100K x Transplant increase 0.036 0.004 0.050 0.031 0.031 0.025 0.040

(0.053) (0.055) (0.054) (0.051) (0.051) (0.052) (0.051)

Principal component of moral concerns 0.017 -0.021 0.019 0.011 0.005 0.018 0.010

(0.052) (0.054) (0.054) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051)

Principal component of moral concerns 0.014 0.038** 0.038** 0.028 0.029 0.029 0.031*

x Tr. Increase (0.018) (0.018) (0.019) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.019)

Principal component of moral concerns 2.367 2.070 2.482 2.223 2.315 1.996 2.193

x Cash (1.528) (1.613) (1.639) (1.558) (1.542) (1.555) (1.576)

Principal component of moral concerns -3.059* -4.082** -2.770* -3.093* -3.277** -3.523** -3.146*

 x Recipient pays (1.570) (1.649) (1.676) (1.583) (1.568) (1.581) (1.606)

Principal component of moral concerns -1.599 -1.671 -1.718 -1.737 -1.743 -1.761 -1.664

x $100K (1.518) (1.579) (1.624) (1.542) (1.529) (1.547) (1.581)

Constant 63.701*** 66.893*** 65.985*** 64.292*** 63.482*** 63.102*** 64.386***

(5.322) (5.717) (5.247) (5.112) (5.087) (5.147) (5.164)

5,520 4,560 5,165 5,770 5,840 5,770 5,790

0.303 0.346 0.301 0.291 0.291 0.289 0.288

Sample restrictions

Favor for alternative system (=100 if in favor, 0 if opposed)

Respondents who 

predicted a positive 

probability of 

Congress legislating 

about tax-credit 

compensation for 

organ donors

Respondents 

who reported to 

feel very or 

somewhat 

confident about 

their choices

Respondents who 

stated that public 

authorities should 

somewhat or very 

much consider 

their answers

Respondents who 

stated that public 

authorities will 

very little, little, 

somewhat or very 

much consider 

their answers

Respondents who 

predicted a positive 

probability of 

Congress legislating 

about cash 

compensation for 

organ donors

Respondents who 

predicted a positive 

probability of 

Congress legislating 

about lost-wage 

compensation for 

organ donors

Respondents who 

predicted a positive 

probability of Congress 

legislating about health-

insurance 

compensation for 

organ donors
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Table B10: Regressions with controls for measures of social pressure 

 
(continues below)  

Outcome variable:

Regressors (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

Transplant increase (%pts.) 0.141*** 0.140*** 0.147*** 0.144*** 0.145*** 0.146*** 0.141***
(0.049) (0.049) (0.049) (0.049) (0.049) (0.049) (0.049)

Cash 2.318 2.432 2.071 2.235 1.694 2.036 2.361
(2.320) (2.313) (2.253) (2.307) (2.306) (2.294) (2.309)

Recipient pays -9.258*** -9.382*** -9.393*** -10.007*** -9.926*** -10.023*** -9.177***
(2.350) (2.343) (2.282) (2.336) (2.326) (2.313) (2.341)

$100K -0.917 -0.678 -0.950 -0.860 -0.920 -1.033 -1.015
(2.308) (2.303) (2.244) (2.296) (2.290) (2.283) (2.299)

Cash x Transplant increase -24.038*** -24.433*** -21.734*** -23.055*** -22.970*** -22.530*** -24.287***
(1.715) (1.727) (1.704) (1.750) (1.745) (1.728) (1.700)

Recipient pays x Transplant increase -0.029 -0.029 -0.030 -0.030 -0.031 -0.031 -0.029
(0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050)

$100K x Transplant increase 0.034 0.036 0.033 0.034 0.033 0.033 0.035
(0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051) (0.051)

Principal component of moral concerns 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.002
(0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050) (0.050)

Principal component of moral concerns 0.027 0.027 0.023 0.027 0.029* 0.027 0.027

 x Tr. Increase (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018) (0.018)

Principal component of moral concerns 2.176 2.235 2.420 2.019 1.954 1.803 2.366

 x Cash (1.505) (1.496) (1.483) (1.525) (1.522) (1.514) (1.501)

Principal component of moral concerns -3.121** -2.569* -2.977** -2.995* -3.359** -3.176** -2.902*

x Recipient pays (1.525) (1.535) (1.500) (1.544) (1.539) (1.535) (1.528)

Principal component of moral concerns -1.673 -1.732 -1.694 -1.899 -1.647 -1.919 -1.458

 x $100K (1.491) (1.478) (1.480) (1.519) (1.511) (1.513) (1.481)
1+ choice affected by others 6.231***

(2.369)
-17.427***

(2.118)
-11.408***

(2.191)
-12.353***

(2.253)

-12.105***
(2.186)

Respondent gives high importance to 6.971**

 "social recognition" as guiding principle (2.907)

Constant 64.441*** 61.649*** 73.055*** 70.144*** 70.003*** 70.318*** 63.208***
(5.033) (5.149) (4.838) (5.048) (4.983) (4.899) (5.036)

Observations 5,990 5,990 5,990 5,990 5,990 5,990 5,990

R-squared 0.296 0.298 0.324 0.307 0.308 0.309 0.298

Favor for alternative system (=100 if in favor, 0 if opposed)

Respondent believes <50% of Americans 

support legalizing health-insurance 

Respondent believes <50% of Americans 

support legalizing cash payments for organ 
Respondent believes <50% of Americans

support legalizing compensation for lost wages 

Respondent believes <50% of Americans  

support legalizing tax-credit compensation to 
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(continued from above) 

 
Notes: The table reports coefficient estimates from linear regressions. We randomly attributed respondents who indicated that the percentage of Americans in favor 
of a certain form of payment would be exactly 50% to an interpretation of 50% as either a majority or a minority of Americans.  Standard errors are clustered at the 
respondent level (the regressions include five observations for each respondent). *** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1. 

Outcome variable:
Regressors (8) (9) (10) (11) (12) (13)

Transplant increase (%pts.) 0.148*** 0.150* 0.029 0.107 0.232** 0.160***
(0.053) (0.085) (0.088) (0.095) (0.095) (0.052)

Cash 3.077 3.299 5.376 7.148 10.083** 3.515
(2.678) (4.096) (4.344) (4.774) (4.344) (2.488)

Recipient pays -12.417*** -9.529** -15.102*** -12.473*** -10.038** -9.226***
(2.724) (3.994) (4.430) (4.733) (4.340) (2.527)

$100K -0.260 -3.664 -2.579 -0.105 -0.812 0.928
(2.642) (4.103) (4.306) (4.719) (4.407) (2.470)

Cash x Transplant increase -25.431*** -26.062*** -23.454*** -22.312*** -23.127*** -25.399***
(1.821) (3.007) (3.246) (3.524) (3.311) (1.812)

Recipient pays x Transplant increase -0.060 -0.002 -0.020 -0.024 -0.130 -0.030
(0.056) (0.082) (0.086) (0.094) (0.090) (0.054)

$100K x Transplant increase 0.136** 0.135* 0.045 0.072 -0.012 0.058
(0.057) (0.081) (0.086) (0.096) (0.092) (0.054)

Principal component of moral concerns -0.020 0.051 0.140 0.050 0.088 -0.010
(0.056) (0.081) (0.086) (0.095) (0.090) (0.054)

Principal component of moral concerns 0.027 -0.035 -0.004 -0.039 -0.030 0.026

 x Tr. Increase (0.019) (0.028) (0.022) (0.032) (0.031) (0.019)

Principal component of moral concerns 1.752 4.375 3.689 0.909 1.161 2.215

 x Cash (1.650) (2.835) (3.107) (3.488) (2.967) (1.619)

Principal component of moral concerns -2.406 0.047 1.050 2.420 2.132 -2.143

x Recipient pays (1.692) (2.783) (2.874) (3.116) (2.821) (1.655)

Principal component of moral concerns -0.884 0.203 -6.112** -6.221** -4.353 -1.734

 x $100K (1.610) (2.859) (2.914) (3.158) (2.781) (1.593)

Constant 61.588*** 41.589*** 49.107*** 40.893*** 27.949*** 60.083***
(5.821) (8.309) (8.919) (9.365) (8.686) (5.499)

4,440 2,505 1,900 1,755 2,000 5,230

0.361 0.266 0.316 0.284 0.281 0.308

Favor for alternative system (=100 if in favor, 0 if opposed)

Respondents who 

believe that <50% of 

Americans support 

legalizing tax-credit 

compensation for 

organ donors

Respondents who 

reported that social 

recognition was not a 

value of high 

importance to them

Sample restrictions

Respondents who 

stated they were not 

influenced by others' 

choices in any of their 

votes

Respondents who 

believe that <50% of 

Americans support 

legalizing cash 

compensation for 

organ donors

Respondents who 

believe that <50% of 

Americans support 

legalizing lost-wage 

compensation for 

organ donors

Respondents who 

believe that <50% of 

Americans support 

legalizing health-

insurance 

compensation for 

organ donors
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Figure B1: Support for a paid-donor system by supply level, for individuals who switched from 
opposed to supporting and individuals who switched from supporting to opposed 
 

Opposed to favor 

 

Favor to opposed 

 
 
Notes: The figures report the percentage of participants assigned to each paid-donor system who stated that they 
would support the adoption of that system, at each of hypothesised increase in transplants. The line styles 
distinguish the type of payment (cash vs. non-cash), the shape of the markers identifies the payment amount 
($30,000 vs. $100,000), and the line colors distinguish the identity of the payer (public agency vs. transplant 
recipient). 
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Figure B2: Distribution of types of respondents, with and without the ethics module 
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Figure B3: Average principal component of moral concerns by type of respondent, transplant 
increase and system 
 

$30K, cash, agency pays 

 

$100K, cash, agency pays 

 
$30K, cash, recipient pays 

 

$100K, cash, recipient pays 

 
 
(continues below) 
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(continued from above) 
 

$30K, non-cash, agency pays 

 

$100K, non-cash, agency pays 

 
$30K non-cash, recipient pays 

 

$100K non-cash, recipient pays 

 
Notes: Each group of five columns in each graph reports the respondents’ average principal component of the ethical 
concerns at each level of hypothesized kidney supply increases, according to a respondent’s type as determined by their 
pattern of support for the paid-donor system. The transplant increases are expressed in thousands. “Always opposed” 
indicates individuals who did not support the alternative system at any supply level. The “always in favor” participants 
expressed support for the alternative systems for all five supply increases. The respondents in the “from opposed to 
favor” group are those who opposed the alternative system at lower level of hypothesized supply, and then switched to 
supporting it. The “from in favor to opposed” group includes the individuals who supported the alternative systems at 
lower supply levels, and switched to opposing it at higher levels. The ethical concerns are measured as the difference 
between the rating that a respondent, at a given supply level, gave to a particular principle with reference to the paid-
donor system, and the rating of the same principle for the current system. Both ratings could vary between -10 and +10, 
with negative scores indicating violation of moral principles positive scores indicating consistence with moral principles. 
After multiplying the differences by -1, we obtained scores that represent increased concerns with regards to a particular 
issue (e.g. exploitation or unfairness). The graph in this figure reports, on the vertical axis, the mean of concerns, i.e. the 
average of the differences for the six principles. 
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Figure B4: Response time to vignette question 
 

Vignette response time by response to the vignette 

 

Vignette response time by type of respondent 

 
Notes: The graphs report the estimated density distributions of the response time to the vignette question in the 
survey (see section 4.5 of the paper). We excluded a small set of respondents who took longer than three minutes 
to respond (120 individuals, corresponding to 4.5% of the sample). In the top graph, the two lines distinguish the 
distribution for respondents who recommended killing the individual, and respondents who recommended to not 
kill the individual. In the bottom graphs, we consider the distribution of completion time for the three largest 
“types” of respondents in terms of their support for paid donor systems. 
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Figure B5: Survey response time by type of respondent 
 

 
Notes: The graphs report the estimated density distribution of the completion time of the full survey. We excluded 
a small set of respondents who took longer than one hour to respond (101 individuals, corresponding to 3.8% of 
the sample). We consider the distribution of completion time for the three largest “types” of respondents in terms 
of their support for paid donor systems. 
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Figure B6: Screeplots from principal component analyses of moral concerns and moral 
foundations 
 

 

A. 

 
 
B. 
 

 
 

Notes: These figures show the scree plots for the moral judgments (B6.A) and the moral foundations 
(B6.B). The vertical axis represents eigenvalues and the horizontal axis represents the component 
number. 
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C. AUXILIARY SURVEY EXPERIMENTS 
 
C1. AUXILIARY SURVEY EXPERIMENT 1: BETWEEN-SUBJECTS DESIGN  
 
Description: 
We conducted this auxiliary survey on Amazon Mechanical Turk on September 21, 2018. There 
were 959 participants. We focused on two systems: $30,000 cash payments by a public agency 
and $30,000 cash payments by the organ recipient, and conducted a between-subjects version 
of our main survey design by randomly assigning each participant to only one hypothesized 
kidney supply level. We included a total of ten treatment conditions corresponding to five 
hypothesized supply levels for each of the two procurement and allocation systems described 
above. 
The survey can be seen here:  
http://jhubusiness.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_1FW9zdnPSceoy2h 
 
Results: 
The results of this auxiliary survey are in the figure below, alongside the corresponding results 
from our main survey. The key finding from this auxiliary survey is that we replicate all the 
patterns from the main survey, in particular, the positive slope of the transplants-support 
relationship.  
 
Figure C1.1 
 

Qualtrics “within” experiment 

 

Auxiliary mTurk “between” experiment 

 
 

  

http://jhubusiness.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_1FW9zdnPSceoy2h
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C2. AUXILIARY SURVEY EXPERIMENT 2: INCLUDING ALLOCATION RULES IN CASE 
OF SUPPLY-DEMAND IMBALANCE IN THE PATIENT-PAYS SYSTEM 
 
Description: 
We conducted this survey on Amazon Mechanical Turk on September 17, 2018 to test whether 
specifying rules for allocating organs in case of imbalance between supply and demand in the 
“patient pays” condition affects the results. We randomly assigned 571 participants to one of 
the following three conditions: 1) $30,000 cash payment by a public agency (same as in the 
main survey version); 2) $30,000 cash payment by the recipient (same version as in the main 
survey); 3) $30,000 cash payment by the recipient that included information on how kidneys 
are allocated in cases of imbalances between demand and supply. The new description in 3) 
reads as follows:   
 

 Kidney donors receive a cash compensation of $30,000 from the kidney 
recipient. 

 The funds would be deposited in the donor's bank account. 
 A public agency, coordinated by the U.S. Department of Health and Human 

Services, would set the payment amount and regulate and oversee the 
process. 

 If there are more patients willing to pay $30,000 than people willing to give 
a kidney, then kidneys are allocated among patients willing to pay $30,000 
based on patients' blood and tissue match with the donor, medical urgency, 
time on the waiting list, age, and distance to the donor. 

 If there are more people willing to give a kidney than patients on the 
waiting list willing to pay $30,000, then all those patients will receive a 
transplant from the donors that best match. 

 Donors may still choose to make uncompensated donations, if they wish. 
 
Whereas the main survey’s version read: 
 

 Kidney donors receive a cash compensation of $30,000 from the kidney 
recipient 

 The funds would be deposited in the donor's bank account 
 A public agency, coordinated by the U.S. Department of Health and Human 

Services, would regulate and oversee the process 
 Donors may still choose to make uncompensated donations, if they wish. 

 

The full auxiliary survey is available here:  
http://jhubusiness.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_dnkpJ7sk7sVks0l 

 
  

http://jhubusiness.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_dnkpJ7sk7sVks0l
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Results: 
The results from this auxiliary survey are in the figure below alongside the corresponding 
results from our main survey. Both versions of the patient-pays mechanism receive significantly 
less support than the agency-pays system, at each level of hypothesized gains in transplants. 
Although the support rates are generally a little higher than in the main survey (and the 
response to transplant changes steeper), the differences between the agency-pays system and 
the two versions of the patient-pays system are similar in the main survey and in this auxiliary 
survey (we find this remarkable, considering the different samples). If anything, the support for 
the patient-pays system with details on the allocation system is a little lower than in the main 
survey. 
 
Figure C2.1 

Qualtrics experiment 

 

Auxiliary mTurk experiment 

 
 

 
Notes: “cash, agency pays” and “cash, recipient pays” indicate cash payment by a public agency or the 

kidney recipient, respectively, using the same language as in the main Qualtrics survey; “cash, recipient 

pays, NEW” indicates cash payment by the kidney recipient including details about the allocation of kidneys 

in case of imbalance using the language described in the text above. 
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C3. AUXILIARY SURVEY EXPERIMENT 3: EXCLUDING LOAN REPAYMENT FROM 
LIST OF NONCASH FORMS OF COMPENSATION 
 
Description: 
We conducted a choice survey on Amazon Mechanical Turk on September 25, 2018 with 392 
respondents to determine whether including “loan repayment” as an example of noncash 
compensation affects the participants’ support for the system and the morality ratings. In this 
auxiliary survey, we included one of the eight conditions from the main survey, the Public 
Agency, $30K, noncash compensation. We randomly assigned participants to one of two 
versions of this system, one that replicated the language of our main survey, and one where we 
removed “loan repayment” from the list of examples of noncash compensation. The survey can 
be seen here:  
http://jhubusiness.qualtrics.com/jfe/form/SV_dnkpJ7sk7sVks0l 
 
Results: 
The graph below shows very similar results of the two versions. The respondents’ support for 
the compensated-donor system is similar at all levels of transplants; therefore the slope of the 
support-transplants relationship is similar (the differences between the “with loan” and “no 
loan” version are small and statistically insignificant). The regression table (placed immediately 
below the figure) shows that also the moral concerns are similar in the two versions. 
 
Figure C3.1 
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Table C3.1 

 
 
 

Outcome variable:
Concerns for 

exploitation

Concerns for lack of 

autonomous choice

Concerns for 

undue 

influence

Concerns for 

fairness to 

donors

Concerns for 

fairness to 

patients

Concerns for 

harm to human 

dignity

Principal 

component

Regressors: (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)

Transplants increase (%pts.) -0.010** -0.025*** -0.020*** -0.011*** -0.055*** -0.032*** -0.005***

(0.004) (0.003) (0.004) (0.004) (0.005) (0.004) (0.001)

No mention of "loan repayment" 0.039 -0.042 -0.172 0.939 -0.023 -0.436 0.011

(0.654) (0.649) (0.670) (0.729) (0.608) (0.670) (0.103)

Control variables x x x x x x x

Observations 1,960 1,960 1,960 1,960 1,960 1,960 1,960

R-squared 0.103 0.063 0.061 0.057 0.117 0.065 0.068

*** p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1

Standard errors (clustered by respondent) in parentheses.


